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Networh (406) 447-2800 « Fax (406) 444.215]
April 29, 1997

The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC20554

Federmic . o

L]

Dear Commissioner Chong:

I am sorry you were unable to be part of the conference call yesterday and I sincerely appreciate
the attention, interest and knowledge which Dan displayed during that call. This letter simply re-
states some of what I said at that time.

SouthWest Montana Telepsychiatry Network began operation in January, 1995, to improve
access and quality of mental health services in a twelve county area of Montana that is 28,509
square miles with a population of 190,000. QOur network provides psychiatric services to people
in that area who previously either depended upon a family practice physician for medication
management or had no psychiatric services at all until their illness required hospitalization.

We have been working with Anaconda (population 10,000) for almost one year to develop a
videoconferencing site in their community. Anaconda is headquarters for AWARE, Inc., an
agency that manages fifteen group homes for emotionally disturbed adolescents. These group
homes are scattered over the entire state and many have no access to a psychiatrist. AWARE is
viewing Telepsychiatry as a method of maintaining continuity of care for these youth.
Additionally, there are people within the community who are often required to travel 240 miles
one-way to Billings for specialty medical care. Videoconferencing capability would allow follow-
up visits to their specialists without lengthy travel.

Cost for videocommunication access to Anaconda is quoted at $1,181.50 - $5,610 for installation,
plus an additional charge of $1,125.60 - $1,680 per month. Transmission cost is not included in
the price quote. The exorbitant price is a direct result of the mileage rate imposed to backhaul the
T-1 access line to Butte. This cost makes telehealth access to Anaconda unaffordable. 1 urge you
to prohibit the use of distance as a factor in determining transmission rates for healthcare. Access
to quality medical care for many people in rural Montana will continue to be limited, difficult, and
sometimes impossible unless telehealth can become an affordable choice.

Sincerely,

ancy A. Cobb¥le, RN, MA
Director - SouthWest Montana Telepsychiatry Network

cc: Dan Gonzales, Staff /
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The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I understand the Commission intends to issue access reform and universal service rules
concurrently on or before May 8, 1997. Based on recent reports from your staff and in the press,
I am deeply concerned that the Commission’s current plans for access reform will lead to dramatic
rate increases for local telephone service subscribers. Any local telephone rate increases resulting
T from Commission actions to raise the Subscriber Line Charge and modify access charges in a way

that puts universal service subsidies at risk would be sharply at odds with Congressional mtent in
its passage of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

As you know, no statutory mandate exists to complete the Commission’s access reform
proceeding concurrent with implemenzation of the universal service provisions contained in
Section 254 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended (the “Act™). Therefore, [ strongly
urge the Commission to refrain from issuing a Final Report and Order on access reform ar this

time, and instead issue a Further Notice to determine more precisely the impact of these proposed
rules on local telephone rates.

It is indisputable that access charges and universal service are closely linked due to the
existence of implicit subsidies in access charges that currently support universal service.

Therefore, 1 believe it would be highly imprudent to issue final rules for access reform unless and
until the following conditions are met:

the implicit subsidies contained in access charges that support universal service are
identified and valued;

2. the implicit subsidies are made explicit; and,
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the amount of subsidy currently supporting universal service is recovered by
eligible telecommunications carriers either through the federal universal service
support mechamsm established pursuant to Section 254 of the Act, or through an

alternative mechanism that ensures their recovery by eligible telecommunications
carriers as part of any new access charge regime.

The Commission’s goal of restructuring access charges to a more economically efficient
model is critically important, but must not be done before identifying and removing the implicit
subsidies contained in the current access charge regime, and creating a separate mechanism for
their recovery. Restructuring access charges without providing a separate mechanism to ensure
recovery of the universal service subsidy would perpetuate the incentive for bypass, and seriously
threaten the availability of basic telephone service at affordable rates. After implicit subsidies are

removed and recovered through an alternative mechanism, economic bypass would no longer
threaten the universal service principles embodied in the Act.

In its interconnection rules adopted last year, the Commission ordered that competitive
LECs who offer local service by combining unbundled nerwork elements (“rebundlers™) would be
required to pay access charges to incumbent LECs until no later than June 1, 1997. The ratonale
for this rule was to avoid bypass of access charges by rebundlers as long as these charges contain
a subsidy for the support of universal service. A Key underiying assumption was that any subsidy
supporting universal service would be removed from access charges prior to June 1.

If the Commission allows access charges to continue to contain any universal service
subsidy after June 1, the rebundier will be able to bypass payment of the subsidy regardless of
whether it is designated an eligible telecommunications carrier pursuant to Section 214(e) of the
Act. The rebundler effectively will pocket the universal service subsidy without having to assume
any of the obligations imposed by a State commission on eligible telecommunications carriers for
the purposes of receiving universal service support. This cutcome directly contravenes the plain
language of the statute, and I urge the Commission to extend the moratorium on access charge

evasion by rebundlers until a Further Notice on access reform is completed and the enumerated
conditions set forth above are met.

It has come to my attention that the Commission also is considering imposing a substantial
increase in the Subscriber Line Charge (SLC) paid by certain consumers of local telephone
service. 1 believe this action seriously would undermine the purpose and intent of Section 254 of
the Act. Section 254 was enacted to ensure that basic telephone rates remaun affordable for all
Americans. The law provides that subsidies necessary 1o ensure continued affordability of basic
telephone service should be funded by al} telecommunications service providers on a non-
discriminatory basis, and passed on to their customers as market conditions may allow. The law

contains no provision that a portion of this cost should be bormne by certain targeted consumers of
basic telephone service.

376
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Anached is a list of questions that are pertinent to the access reform and universal service

proceedings. Please provide a response to this letter and the attached questions by Friday, May 9
1997.

Due to the fact that neither of these two proceedings is restricted at this ime, there is no
question that this letter is exempt from Commission rules regarding ex-parte communications
during the sunshine period. However, in the interest of fairness, please instruct the Office of
General Counsel to serve all parties to this proceedmg with a copy of this letter and its

3 of both proceeding

attachment, and include each in the pe

Attachment

cc.  Commussioner Rachelle Chong
Commissioner Susan Ness
Commissioner James H. Quello

as6
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ATTACHMENT

Where in the Telecommunications Act of 1996 does the statute mandate the
Commission complete its access reform proceeding concurrent with
implementation of the universal service provisions contained i Section 254?

If the Commission is not required by law to reform access charges by May 8, 1997, why

does it believe that access reform must be impiemented concurrently with the universal
service provisions of the Act?

Has the Commission identified the current level of implicit subsidy contained

within access charges that supports the preservation of universal service? If so,
what is the value of that mmplicit subsidy?

Will the Commission’s access reform rules make explicit the portion of access
charges that currently represents an implicit subsidy to support universal service?
If so, will the explicit subsidy be funded and recovered through the federal
universal service support mechanism prescribed by Section 254?

If the implicit universal service subsidy is made explicit, but will not be funded and
recovered through the federal universal service support mechanism prescribed by

- .Section 254, will its recovery be limited to eligible telecommunications carriers

designated to receive universal service support pursuant to Section 214(e)? If not,
please provide a detailed legal analysis supporting the Commussion’s conclusion
that some portion of universal service subsidy may be recovered by entities not
designated as eligible telecommunications carriers by a State commission,

If the implicit universal service subsidy is not made explicit, will eligible
telecommunications carriers be guaranteed to receive access charges that implicitly
contain a umversal service subsidy? If not, please provide a detailed legal analysis
supporting the Commission’s conclusion that universal service subsidies currently
contained in access charges may be precluded from recovery by entities designated

as eligible telecommunications carriers by a State commission for the purposes of
receiving universal service support.

Does the Commission intend to reduce access charges by an amount it deems to be
“excess access,” i.e., access charge revenue in excess of the combined sum of
economic cost plus the existing universal service subsidy contained therein? If so,

what 1s the value of the “excess access” component, and how was its value
determined?

If the Commission intends to reduce access charges by an amount it deems to be

“excess access,” what mechanism does the Commission intend to use to eliminate
these charges?

5/6
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If the Commission plans 1o increase the productivity, or “x,” factor contained in its
price cap regime, would incumbent LECs retain flexibility to target resultant price
decreases to service elements of their choosing? If incumbent LECs would not
retamn this flexibility, please provide an analysis of the predicted effect on the
competitive balance in the local exchange and exchange access markets.

What is the total value of the subsidies that will be provided to schools, libraries,

and health care facilities as a result of the “Snowe-Rockefeller” provisions of the
1996 Act?

Please provide a list of the advanced telecommunications services that would be
subject to a discount for schools and libranes. What is the total value of the

subsidies provided to schools and libraries for advanced telecommunications
services?

If internal connections and internet access are included in the list of advanced
telecommunications services provided in #11 above, what is the value of each of
these items? Please provide a detailed legal analysis supporting the Commission’s
concluston that these items are authorized for discounts pursuant to Section 254.

Please describe the administrative process by which the subsidies provided to
schools, libranes, and health care facilities will be recovered by

telecommunications service providers through the federal universal service support
mechanism established pursuant to Section 254.

Please describe the revenue base upon which telecommunications service providers
will contribute to the federal universal service support mechanism. Does the
Commyssion intend to identify a different revenue base for contributions that
directly support the Snowe-Rockefeller subsidies for schools, libraries, and health
care facilities? If so, please provide a detailed legal analysis supporting the
Commission’s conclusion that a different revenue base is authorized as the basis

for contributions to fund the Snowe-Rockefeller provisions contained in Section
254,
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MAY 1 1997
Commissioner Rachelle B.Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20554

Feger

Dear Commissioner Chong;:

We are writing to express our shared concern regarding an important part of the
implementation of the universal service provisions of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. Our concern deals with the application of access charges to customers of
unbundled network elements. It is our belief that until the Commission completes the
implementation of the new explicit universal service support mechanisms directed by the

Act, that certain elements of access charges should apply to interstate traffic of carriers
utilizing unbundled network elements.

In the First Report and Order in CC Docket 96-98 (Interconnection Order) the
Commission stated:

Without a temporary mechanism such as the one we adopt below, the
implementation of Section 251 would permit competitive local service providers
that also provide interstate long-distance service to avoid totally the CCLC and
TIC, which in part represent contributions toward universal service, by serving
their local customers solely through the use of unbundled network elements rather
than through resale...Because of our desire to err on the side of caution where
universal service may be implicated, we conclude that some action is needed
during the interim period before we complete our access reform and universal
service proceedings.” (Paragraph 719)

The “temporary mechanism” which the Commission references is the application of the
CCL and 75% of the TIC until the completion of the universal service and access reform
proceedings or June 30, 1997, whichever came first. When the Commission adopted this
order, we believed that its decisions due by May 8, 1997 would fully address the

establishment of new explicit support mechanisms to remove implicit support from
interstate access charges.

As recent press reports have indicated, it does not appear that the Commission will
complete its decision on new explicit support mechanisms for large LECs until sometime
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in 1998. and implementation of these mechanisms could well extend until January 1. 1999
Due to the important role which implicit support plays in assuring affordable basic service.
we do not believe that it would be in the public interest to go for eighteen months before
replacement mechanisms are in place. [XCs and others have indicated their intent to use
unbundled network elements to aggressively market local service. This will place billions

of dollars of needed support at risk with no replacement vehicle as contemplated by the
Act,

We would hope that the Commission will continue to err on the side of caution where
universal service is concerned, and will maintain this temporary mechanism until the

universal service proceeding is completed and the new explicit support mechanisms are
implemented.

Thank you for your consideration.

Y ours truly,

Richard C. Notebaert F. Duane Ackerman Charles R. Lee
Chairman & CEO President & CEO Chairman & CEO
Ameritech BellSouth Corporation GTE

Edward E. Whitacre, Jr. Richard D. McCormick

Chairman & CEO Chairman & CEO

SBC Communications Inc. U S West
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The Honorable Rachelle 13. Cllong, Comumissioner
FFederal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW, Room 844
W’ashingion, DC 20554

RE: CC Docket No. 06-45

Dear Connnissioner Ch()llg:

[ am the superinlen(].en’( of Anderson School District Five, and 1 would like to thank you for your dedication

in ensuring that all school districts and education consortia will have affordable access to the Information
N uperllig llway.

The Teleconmunications Act and the Federal-State Joint Board decision will guarantee that all school districte
will have the opporlunity to connect to the Internet and provi(le dislance-learuiug opportunities. The $2.25
hillion a year will address the needs of all our SCllOU]S, and impor{‘anlly, the plan will l)ring services direclly to the

classroom where students learn. Your inclusion of internal classroom connections for discounts is vital. This

plan iz essential for preparing the work{orce of tomorrow.

Anderson School District Five is ourren{ly in the prouess of (leveloping ue{worlaing access for up lo seven
computers into all classrooms in our school district, which will he compleie(l Juring the summer of 1997.
During the 1997-98 chool year, we llope to get at Jeast three computers into each of our elementary classrooms
(approxima{ely 260 olassrooms). Since we also have a wide area network (WAN) that these computers will have
access to, we will need to add more handwidth so that our students will have access to the Internet and distance-

learning opportunilies as the compulers into the classrooms are lwrouglll online.

Anderson School District Five would be ahle to take these funds and use them to add additional

telecommunication services to our existing systemn l)y:

1. The leasing of more T1 facilities to give needed handwidth and speed to the classroom in each of our 15
schools over our wide area network (WAN).
2

2. The puruhase of the necessary routing equipment for those new services to connect those additional T'1

{acilities to our WAN.
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3. With the additional bandwidth, we would be able to purcllase distance-learning equipment that would allow
our students to he involved with educational opportunities in other areas of the United States and around

the world.

4. Higller recurring costs for these needed telecommunications facilities would (lireclly affect (negalivelyi) our
akility to expand the gystetn that we alreacly have.

Acl(liﬁonaﬂy, monies saved {llrouglx discounts could provicle much needed resources o support other academic
needs. School districts need (leep discounts for telecommunications services this year. Available resources for

school districts are limited, compare(l to the need. | urge the FCC to fu”y support the Joint Board's discounl
plan for universal service for schools. Thank you.

Uiadiond]

Karen C \Woo(lwarcl, [i(l [)

~ .
buperm{ondenl

gy
Sincercly,

Cllﬂ

¢

Anderson

School District Five
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The Honorable Rachelle 13. Clmng, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW, Room 844

Washington, DC 20554

RE: CC DocLet No. 96-45

Desr Commissioner Clwng:

I am the supcrintemleni of Anderson School Dietrict Five, and I would like to thank you (or your dedication

in enguring that all school districts and education consortia will have alfordable access to the Information
Superlu'glxway.

The Telecommumications Act and the Federal-State Joint Board decision will guaranlee that all echool districte
will have the opporlunilty to couneot to the Internet and pruvic]e tlislanae-leanling opportunities. The $2.25
hillion a yeor will addrees the needs of all our schonls, and imporianlly, the plan will }miug services (lirecll}' to the
classroom where students learn. Your inclusion of intemmal classroom connections for discounts is vital. This
plan is essentiol for preparing the workforce of tomorrow.

Anderson School District Five ie currently in the process of clevclopiug rlelwurking access for up lo seven
computers into all clagsrooms in our school district, which will he completed during the summer of 1997,

During the 199798 school year, we hope to get at loast three computers into each of our elementary clagsrooms
(approximalely 260 clagsrooms). Since we also have a wide area network (WAN) that these computers will have
access to, we will need 1o add more bandwidth so that our students will have accees to the Internet and distance-
learning opportuniies as the computers into the classzooms are l':mu.gl-ll online.

Amler!on School District Five would be able to take these funcls aucl we them to add ml(liticmul

telecommunication ervices to our existing system lvy:

1. The leasing of more T1 facilities to give needed bandwidth and speed to the classroom in each of our 15
echools over our wide area network (WAN).
2.

The purcllase of the necegsary routing equipment for those new services to connect those additional T1
{acilities to our WAN.
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With the additional bandwidth, we would be able to purchase distance-learning cquipment thet would allow
our students to he involved with educational opportunities in other arcas of the United States and sround
the world.

Higher recurring costs for these needed telecommunications facilities would directly offect (negatively) owr
ahility 1o expnncl the system that we slready have.

Ac]r.]iiiouaﬂy, monies saved through discounts could provide much needed resources to zupport other academic
needs. School dietricts need cleep discounts for telecormmmications services this year. Availahle resources for

school districts ere limited, compared to the need. T urge the FCC to fully support the Joint Board's discount
plon for universal service for schools. Thauk you.

Karen C. Woodward, Ed. D.
Superintcmlcnt

x‘!l‘)C

Schoal District Fve
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The Honorable Susan Nese, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Strcel, NW, Room 844
\‘(’aslling(nu, DC 20554

RE: CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Commissioner Ness:

I am the superinfcndent of Anderson School District Five, and I would like to thank you for your dedication

in ensuring that all school districts and education consortia will have affordable access to the Information
Superlligllway.

The Telecommunications Act and the Federal-State Joint Board decision will guarantee that all school districts
will have the opportunity to connect to the Internet and provicle tlistauce-leanling opportunities. The $2.25
hillion a vear will address the needs of all our schools, and impottautly, the plan will lvring services directly to the
classroom where students learn. Your inclusion of internal classroom connections for discounts is vital. This
plan is essential {or preparing the workforce of tomorrow.

Anderson School District Five is currentl_v in the process of Jeveloping networlcing access for up to seven
computers into all classrooms in our school district, which will he uompleted (luring the sunmer of 1997.

During the 1997-98 school vear, we llope to gel al least three compulers into each of our elemenlary classrooms
(approximalely 260 classrooms). Since we also have a wide area nelwork (WAN) that these computers will Lave
access Lo, we will need to add more handwidth o that our students will have access to the Internét and distance-

learning opportunities as the computers inlo the classrooms are l’»rouglll online.

Anderson School District Five would he able to take these funds and use them to add adclitioﬂal

telecommumication services to our exisling system l)y:

1. The leasing of more T1 facilities to give needed handwidth and spee(l 10 the classroom in each of our 15
schools over our wide area nelwork (WAN).

b

The purcllase of the necessary routing equipment for those new services to connect those additional T1

facilities to our WAN.

RISEREL!



The Honorable Susan Nese
f\pril 24, 1997
Page 2

3. With the additional bandwidth, we would be able to purchase distance-learning equipment that would allow
our students to he involved with educational opporhuuhes in other areas of the United States and around

the world.

ngller recurring costs for these needed telecommunications facilities would nlirectly affect (uegatively) our
a])ilily to ekpancl the system that we alrea(ly have.

Ac.l(lilionauy, monies saved lllrough discounts could provide much needed resources to support other academic
needs. School districts need (],eep discounts for telecommunications services this year. Available resources for

school districts are limited, xomparcd to the need. I urge the FCC to [u_”y support the Joint Board's (11~c01ml
plau for wniversal service for schools. Thank you.

aren C. W’oodwarcl, E(l D.

- -
bupermleudent

ClIC

$

Anderson

Schoot District Five
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Menifee Pride Superintendent
Working For You Glen C. Newman, Ed.D.

April 22, 1997

The Honorable Susan Ness, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Commissioner Ness:

I am writing to you in regards to the federal “E-Rate” Telecommunications Discount Program. I am a locally
elected school board member from the Menifee Union School District, and I would like to express my strong
support for this program and the proposed regulations governing its implementation.

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 and the Federal-State Joint Board discount plan will guarantee that even
the poorest schools will have access to the Internet and the ability to provide distance-learning opportunities. The
$2.25 billion a year will address the needs of schools across the country, and more importantly, the plan will bring
telecommunications services directly to the classrooms, where they can have the greatest impact on students. It
is important to remember that each element of this plan is vital to the overall success of the discount program.
Therefore, the inclusion of discounts for internal classroom connections should not be eliminated, nor should the

size of the Universal Service Fund be reduced. As I am sure you are aware, this program is essential for preparing
our students to enter the workforce of tomorrow.

The E-Rate Telecommunications Discount Program is desperately overdue and our students need these discounts
for telecommunications services this year. I urge you and the other FCC commissioners to fully support the

recommendations of the Joint Board and approve the proposed final regulations regarding the discount plan for
universal service for schools and hbraries.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Sincerely, . '

Ainda Ak

Linda L. Stack, Member
Governing Board of Education

LLS:na

cc: The Honorable Pete Wilson, Governor of the State of California

GOVERNING BOARD:  John Fitzgerald Victor Giardinelli Chester Morrison Robert O'Donnell Linda Stack
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The Honorable Susan Ness, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission MAy ] 1
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814 997
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Commissioner Ness:

I am writing to you in regards to the federal “E-Rate” Telecommunications Discount Program. I am a locally
elected school board member from the Menifee Union School District, and I would like to express my strong
support for this program and the proposed regulations governing its implementation.

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 and the Federai-State Joint Board discount plan will guarantee that even
the poorest schools will have access to the Internet and the ability to provide distance-learning opportunities. The
$2.25 billion a year will address the needs of schools across the country, and more importantly, the plan will bring
telecommunications services directly to the classrooms, where they can have the greatest impact on students. It
is important to remember that each element of this plan is vital to the overall success of the discount program.
Therefore, the inclusion of discounts for internal classroom connections should not be eliminated, nor should the

size of the Universal Service Fund be reduced. As I am sure you are aware, this program is essential for preparing
our students to enter the workforce of tomorrow.

The E-Rate Telecommunications Discount Program is desperately overdue and our students need these discounts
for telecommunications services this year. I urge you and the other FCC commissioners to fully support the

recommendations of the Joint Board and approve the proposed final regulations regarding the discount plan for
universal service for schoois and libraries.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

o}
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Sincerely, , o
s B \ S .
S R Y, o .
4&@(:&%— 1 LA I
Chester W. Morrison, Clerk g
Governing Board of Education =
—
CWM:na
cc: The Honorable Pete Wilson, Governor of the State of California
GOVERNING BOARD: John Fitzgerald Victor Giardinelli Chester Morrison Robert O’'Donnell Linda Stack
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MENIFEE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

30205 Menifee Road, Menifee, California 92584
(909) 672-1851 * FAX (909) 672-1385

Menifee Pride
Working For You

Superintendent
Glen C. Newman, Ed.D.

April 22, 1997

The Honorable Susan Ness, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Commissioner Ness:

I am writing to you in regards to the federal “E-Rate” Telecommunications Discount Program. I am a locally
elected school board member from the Menifee Union School District, and I would like to express my strong
support for this program and the proposed regulations governing its implementation.

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 and the Federal-State Joint Board discount plan will guarantee that even
the poorest schools will have access to the Internet and the ability to provide distance-learning opportunities. The
$2.25 billion a year will address the needs of schools across the country, and more importantly, the plan will bring
telecommunications services directly to the classrooms, where they can have the greatest impact on students. It
is important to remember that each element of this plan is vital to the overall success of the discount program.
Therefore, the inclusion of discounts for internal classroom connections should not be eliminated, nor should the

size of the Universal Service Fund be reduced. AsIam sure you are aware, this program is essential for preparing
our students to enter the workforce of tomorrow. '

The E-Rate Telecommunications Discount Program is desperately overdue and our students need these discounts
for telecommunications services this year. 1 urge you and the other FCC commissioners to fully support the

recommendations of the Joint Board and approve the proposed final regulations regarding the discount plan for
universal service for schools and libraries.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely, . '

7 John C. Fitzgerdld) Member
i\ Governing Board of Education

/

JCF:na
cc: The Honorable Pete Wilson, Governor of the State of California
GOVERNING BOARD:  John Fitzgeraid Victor Giardinelli Chester Morrison Robert O’Donnell Linda Stack
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Working For You

April 22, 1997

Superintendent
Glen C. Newman, Ed.D.

The Honorable Susan Ness, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Commissioner Ness :

I am writing to you in regards to the federal “E-Rate” Telecommunications Discount Program. I am a locally
elected school board member from the Menifee Union School District, and I would like to express my strong
support for this program and the proposed regulations governing its implementation.

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 and the Federal-State Joint Board discount plan will guarantee that even
the poorest schools will have access to the Internet and the ability to provide distance-learning opportunities. The
$2.25 billion a year will address the needs of schools across the country, and more importantly, the plan will bring
telecommunications services directly to the classrooms, where they can have the greatest impact on students. It
is important to remember that each element of this plan is vital to the overall success of the discount program.
Therefore, the inclusion of discounts for internal classroom connections should not be eliminated, nor should the

size of the Universal Service Fund be reduced. As I am sure you are aware, this program is essential for preparing
our students to enter the workforce of tomorrow.

The E-Rate Telecommunications Discount Program is desperately overdue and our students need these discounts
for telecommunications services this year. I urge you and the other FCC commissioners to fully support the

recommendations of the Joint Board and approve the proposed final regulations regarding the discount plan for
universal service for schools and libraries.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Sincerely, _ !

e e dit | o

Victor Giardinelli, President ‘
Governing Board of Education

VG:na

cc: The Honorable Pete Wilson, Governor of the State of California

GOVERNING BOARD:  John Fitzgerald Victor Giardinelii Chester Morrison Robert O’Dannell Linda Stack
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1412) 325-7608 April 24, .1997
The Honorable Susan Ness R i e
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission - MAY ] 1997
1919 M. Street. N.-W., Room 844
Washington, DC 20554 Fariner ™

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Commissioner Susan Ness:

I am a Director of Instructional Services at the Franklin Regional School District. I am

writing to thank you for your support with the Telecommunications Act and the Federal-
State Joint Board discount plan.,

This plan will ensure that all schools and libraries will have affordable access to the
Information Superhighway. The $2.25 billion a year will address the needs of all schools.
These plans will ensure that even the poorest schools will have the opportunity to connect
to the Internet. Also, they are able to bring services directly to the classroom where
students learn, and provide distance-learning opportunities.

Your inclusions of internal classroom connections for discounts is vital. This plan is
essential for preparing the workforce of tomorrow. We will continue to use the money to

implement our technology plan to supplement our local funds for staff development. Our
students are in need of substantial discounts this year.

I fully support the Joint Board’s discount plan for universal service for schools and
libraries, and I urge the FCC to do so.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

/7 R 2 1
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" Jack Samuels
Director of Instructional Services




LEE E. RIECK

Superintendent

(412) 325-7600

ROSEANN B. NYIR|

Diractor of Pupii and Personnel Services
(412) 325-7601 or {412} 325-7603
JACK SAMUELS

Director of Instructionai Services
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Direcvor of Secondary Program Services
(412) 325-7605

WILLIAM J. KRUCK

Director of Business Services

{412) 325-7608

Franklin Regional School District
3210 School Road
Murrysville, Pennsylvania 15668

April 24, 1997

The Honorable Susan Ness

Comumissioner

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N.W., Room 844
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Commissioner Ness:

JUDITH C. BRAGGINS
Administrative Assistant for
Special Education Services
(412) 325-7601

PATRICIA A. ANZUR
Supervisor of Child Accounting/

Transportation Services
{412) 325-7607

WILLIAM J. GALLAGHER
Supervisor of Accounting/

Purchasing Services
(412) 325-7608

I am a Director of Instructional Services at the Franklin Regional School District. I am

writing to thank you for your support with the Telecommunications Act and the Federal-
State Joint Board discount plan.,

This plan will ensure that all schools and libraries will have affordable access to the
Information Superhighway. The $2.25 billion a year will address the needs of all schools.
These plans will ensure that even the poorest schools will have the opportunity to connect

to the Internet. Also, they are able to bring services directly to the classroom where
students learn, and provide distance-learning opportunities.

Your inclusions of internal classroom connections for discounts is vital. This plan is
essential for preparing the workforce of tomorrow. We will continue to use the money to

implement our technology plan to supplement our iocal funds for staff development. Our
students are in need of substantial discounts this year.

I fully support the Joint Board’s discount plan for universal service for schools and
libraries, and I urge the FCC to do so.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

) A
" ~Frank J. N

Supervisor of Technology Services
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MAY 1 1997
The Honorable James H. Quello
Commissioner DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
Federal Communications Commission
Room 802
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re:  Federal-State Joint Board Recommendations
on Universal Service (CC Docket No. 96-45)

Dear Commissioner Quello:

On behalf of the State of South Carolina, I would like to urge the Federal
Communications Commission (“FCC”) to implement promptly the general recommendations of
the Federal-State Joint Board relating to universal service support for K-12 schools and for
libraries. There are a few minor details of the Joint Board’s recommendations for school/library
support that should be modified to make the program administratively more manageable.
Specifically, the rules should expressly recognize that state agencies may file consolidated
requests for universal service support on behalf of their schools and libraries, and the Universal
Fund Administrator should be instructed to accept such consolidated filings. (South Carolina and
other states have been in contact with the FCC’s staff on these and other matters.) Overall,
however, the Joint Board’s recommendations are critical to the success of the combined efforts of
federal, state and local governments to ensure that all of our children have access to the basic
telecommunications resources necessary for enhanced learning and interaction with the
burgeoning worldwide electronic information storehouse.

We in South Carolina have recognized for some time the tremendous importance of
having our schools and libraries connected to the Internet. In 1996, at my behest, our legislature
appropriated $10 million to connect our K-12 schools and our libraries to the Internet. As of
April 1, 1997, we had completed dedicated connections of approximately 620 schools and
libraries. We expect to connect the remaining 697 schools and libraries by December, 1997.

FAX (803) 734-2117



But much more needs to be done in South Carolina and elsewhere. We need to train our
teachers to bring the full potential of the Internet and other technologies into their classrooms.
We need to acquire additional computers and related technology to ensure that our schools and
libraries are adequately equipped to meet the needs of their respective student and user
populations. We need to enhance the use of live video instruction capabilities (including
interactive video conferencing) that have been pioneered by the South Carolina Educational
Television System. And we need to ensure that every one of our students (especially those in the
most disadvantaged school districts) has the maximum opportunity to use the educational tools
made possible through computers and communications technology.

The school/library universal service proposals will go a long way toward helping us
achieve our objectives. Although South Carolina already has committed to connect our schools
and libraries to the Internet, the availability of universal service support will enable us to free up

funds for the important related tasks listed above and many others that are essential to providing
our children with a quality education.

We in South Carolina very much appreciate the support that you, the FCC, the Joint
Board, Congress and the Administration have given to this endeavor. We urge the FCC to take

the next step by promptly adopting rules that will implement the Joint Board’s basic
recommendations on school/library universal service support.

uthex F. Carter
xecutive Director

cc: Barbara Nielsen
State Superintendent of Education
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MAY 1 1997

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman

JFederal Communications Comnaission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CC Docket No. 96-45
Dear Chairman Hundt:

WL arc faculty and staff from BEE’R}/ E LEMEMW)’ in Maryland. We arc writing in

support of the Universal Service discounts for schools and libraries that have been
rccommended by the loint Board.

We would Jike to thank you for your dedication in ensuring that all schools and libraries
will have affordable access to the Information Superhighway.

The Telecommunications Act and the Joint Board discount plan will guaranteed that even
the poorcst schools will have the opportunity to conncct fo the Internet and provide
distance-learning opportunities. The $2.25 billion a year will address the needs of all our
schools, and, importantly, the plan will bring scrvices directly to the classroom where
students lcam. Your inclusion of intemnal classroom connections for discount is vital.
This plan is esscntial for preparing the workforce of tomorrow.

Our students need deep discouats for telecommunications services this year. We urge the

FCC to fully support the Joint Board’s discount plan for universal services for schools
and libraries.

Thank you.

Sinccrely,
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